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INTRODUCTION. 


IT HE, mere concerning the Cha- 
racter of the Enghſp Hiſtorian of the 
Ex Po pes, had fo choſe a Connection with 
i e Character of his Hiſtory, that, 
upon the Diſcovery of his ſecret Tranſactions 
with the Papiſts, it became an Object not mere- 
ly of idle Curioſity, but of real Importance to 
Proteſtants, to examine, with Care and Dili- 
gence, whether the Public had any better Rea- 
ſon for admitting his Claim to be a good Hiſto- 
rian, than they had for believing the ſtrange 
Tale on which he had built his b ene in 
this Country. 
It was with this View, that I eagerly ſet about 
a Compariſon of Bower's Hiſtory of the Popes, 
with that publiſhed in French at the Hague, and 
now tranſlating into Eugl b. I reaſoned with 
myſelf, that from ſuch a Compariſon we might 
not only diſcover which of the two Hiſtories 
had really moſt Merit ; but alſo be enabled to 
form a pretty juſt Notion, whether Mr. Bower's 
bold Aſſertions that he meant to ſerve the Cauſe . 
.of Proteſtants, were better founded than many 
of his Aſſertions have of late been proved to be. 
I began this Compariſon with the utmoſt Im- 
1 and, indeed, with a much more fa- 
A 2 vourable 
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vourable Opinion of Mr. Bower's Abilities as an 
Hiſtorian than I find ſince, from the Detection 
of his Plagiariſm, he deſerved. I did not then 
conceive it poſſible (who could ?) that ſuch amaz- 
ing Inſtances of his Ignorance and Careleſſneſs 
could have been aſſigned, ſuch bareſaced Plagia- 
riſm could have exiſted, as was laid before the 
Public, in a Pamphlet called Bower and Tillemont 
compared. And when I began my Compariſon 
of this Hiſtory, with the French one, (which 
was before the Detection contained in the above 
Pamphlet) I really thought that ſome Degree of 
Credit might be allowed to him, when he boaft- 
ed ſo much of his having confined himſelf wholly 
to the primitive Writers in delivering the Lives of 
the ancient Popes. My Aim was not ſo much to 
difcover the Sources from which he had drawn 
his Hiſtory (though this was not wholly out of 
my Thoughts) as to ſatisfy myſelf, whether he 
had the Honeſty to repreſent fairly, or the Learn- 
ing to relate accurately, important and eſſential 
Points which would fix the true Standard of that 
immoderate Praiſe which ſome had beſtowed on 
bis Book; and which others; perhaps, as good 
udges of eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, had aſſerted to 
entirely without Foundation. | 

The Reſult of my Enquiries is in the follow 
ing Pamphlet; which I have now publiſhed 
from no other Motive, but to do Service to the 
Public, by proving to them from Facts, that the 
Plagiariſm of Bower's Hiſtory is its leaſt Imper- 
fection, and to put Proteſtants upon their Guard, 
by pointing out ſome. of thoſe many Omiſſions 
of capital Facts, and of thoſe glaring Perverſi- 
ons of Facts not omitted, to ſerve the Cauſe of 
Popery, which may be met with in the Hiſtory 
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of the Popes by 4—4. B———7, ſo art- 
tully ares + up, a8 a Work calculated to ſerve the 
Cauſe-of Proteſtants. -  _ 

If I ſeem warm in my Approbation of che 
athad Hiſtory, now-under Tranſlation, the Rea+ 
der when he obſerves the Cenſure which I paſs 
on it, where I find it faulty, will do Juſtice tg 
my Intentions, and acquit me of every View 
but ta do Service to the Public, which I though 

it my Duty to inform of thoſe Defects (and — 
gerous Detects they ate) with which Betver's Hiſs 
tory abounds, and which I could not have been 
able to do, without ſtating, at the ſame Time, 
the Superiority of the other Hiſtory, the Peruſal 
of which had enabled me to effect my Diſcove- 
ries. 

I ſhall only beg Leave to add, what perhaps 
is not generally known in this Country, that 
notwithſtanding Mr. Bower's repeated Boaſts of 
the great Reputation his Work is in Abroad, 1 
learn from a Book lately publiſhed in Holland, 1 
that it never has been tranſlated into French, and 
the Reaſon aſſigned: is ſuch, as ſhews in what 
low Eſtimation 1t is #ow there. For after tell- 
ing us a French Tranſlation had been expected 
in vain, for eight Years, the Author goes on to 
mention what has diſcouraged a Tranſlator from 
attempting it, L' auteur entre dans des details trop 
ſcrupuleux des moindres circonſtances, & outre qu'il 
reſt deja que trop prodigue des mots, il repete aſſeꝝ 
fame. Indeed there could be little Encou- 


* Hiſtoite Abregee des 40 premiers Eveques de PEE 
tirce de Pourage Anglois de Mr. Bower. V. B. This 
Abridgement is only the Extracts which had been publith= 
ed in the Bibliothegue Raiſonie. 
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Tagement to a Tranſlator to attempt a Work, 
which if the above Character of it be true, be- 
fides all its Imperfections of i Plagiariſm, and O- 
miſſions,” and Perverſions of Facts, muſt tire the 
Reader ev:th its too ſcrupulous Details of the ſmall- 
et Circumſtunces, and the Author of which not 
content wvith being over-prodigal of bis Werds, is 
— to entertain us with frequent Repetition. 0 

However, in Juſtice to WIr. Bower, I muſt 
mention that the French Author juſt quoted, in- 
forms us that the Exgliſb Hiſtory of the Popes 
is tranſlated into Dutch; which Tranſlation he 
tells us it a 2 705 — as the Engliſh 

inal.——* au S uiſſant que 
raue Anglois.?? * yo * 
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AHERE needs 10 Apology for the In- 
vebſtigation of Truth. I ſhall give a 


I candid and impartial Account of the 
two Authors whom I, have compared, during 


# 


the 737 Years, of which they both give.the pa+ 
pal Hiſtory, As one of them, Mr. Bower, is 
alive, and ſeems to delight in Paper-War, 1 
ſhall; however, enter my Proteſt, that if he 
honours me with an Attack, he may, do. ĩt ſe- 
curely, for I ſhall never dream of replying. 
Our Sentiments may lie before the Publick, and 
each Perſon decide as he thinks proper; more 
than which could not be done, were we to write 
twenty Pamphlets apiece. Had all Authors been 
of my Mind, we ſnould not have ſeen Contro- 
verſies multiplied to ſuch an enormous Degree 
as they are at preſent, Perhaps, had Mr. Bower 
let a late Antagoniſt of his alone, he might not 
have been reduced to ſo low an ebb of Reputa- 
tion as he is at preſent; but that I have nothing 
to do with. It is as an Hiſtorian that I ſhall 
attack him; and though three to one is great 
Odds, ſhall ſhew that his three Volumes ſcarce 
deſerve being named the ſame Day with that 
one Volume of the French Hiſtory, which is 
now juſt come out by Numbers. 


A 4 Per- 


Perhaps it may be ſaid that when I attempt a 
Parallel, I ought to condemn neither, but mere- 
ly give the 9 of each. To that I 
Perſon to read Bowers Hiſtory of the Popes, 


more Time and Paper upoy the dark Ages of 
= 


thod of treating his Subject, his tedious, uni 
fary f Petal. ang ha 6 22 
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Life upon the dulleſt Incident; nor is it poſſi- 
ble to TIE a fingle Word from his Periods, 
ithout deſtroying MN Senſe of the whole. In 
ort, as much ne Salluſt, as the W of the 
f tw. Languages will admit. | 

Next, as to Arrangement of Facts. | Bower 
confuſes them and huddles Years unaccountably 
together, puts off part of a Pope's Life, till he 
meets wi a Council to condemn him for his 
Actions during that Interval; and commits ſo 
many Extravagancies in this Particular, that an 
exact Chronologiſt will find it next to impoſſible 
to ſettle the Date of any Event from his Hilary. 
The French Hiſtorian, on the contrary, is 18 
in confining every Fact to it's true Time, 
carries you regularly on, without ever rp 
vou, or quitting his hold of Chronology, whic 
is the Support of Hiſtory, 

Next, as to Reflections. Bower does nothing 
in this Article. His are rather tedious Digret: 
ſions, and uſeleſs Details. The French Hiſtorian 
it leaſant, ſevere, ſolid, or humourous, as the 

ject requires, and in this Particular, is the 
mo engaging Modern I have the Pleaſure of 
being acquainted with. 
Then, as to Authorities. . Bower pretends * 
give only the ancient Authors; the French Hil: 
torian gives all, and refutes the Moderns, where 
they mifrepreſent any Point. There muſt be a 


however, Men of Honour, and ſcorned to miſrepreſent hiſ- 
torical Facts, cr defend Janſeniſm, where they thought ic 


calpable. 


* The Groundleſſneſs of this Wa has been demon- 
ſtrated in Bower and Tillemont compared, which Pamphlet, 


with thi-, will give a complete View of the real Merit of 
Bower's H:ftory. 


Time 
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Time when Bower muſt be obliged to come to 
the Moderns, and then he -would be delight- 
fully employed in removing thoſe Principles of 
theirs, which they by that Time take for grant- 
ed, and which ſhould have been refuted at their 
firſt Appearance. But I beg his Pardon; it is 
more than probable, that he never intended to 
W RR BY | 
The Article of Authorities is too ample a 
Field for me to engage in the Examination of it : 
J ſhall content m fel with producing them, 
wherever theſe Authors contradict each other; 
and in all other Places I ſhall take them for grant- 
WRC 

1 have but one more Obſervation to make, 
before I enter upon my Examination of Parti- 
culars, and that is, that notwithſtanding Bower 
has employed three Volumes, where the French 
Hiſtory has not employed one, upon theſe honef 
Gentlemen the Popes, yet there is no one Fact 
in Bower of any Conſequence, which is not re- 
corded by the French Hiſtorian, though there 
are ® many recorded by him, which Bower takes 
no Notice of, and which I can't help thinkin 
of Importance ſufficient to claim a Place in if, 
tory; for indeed, every Fact in the French Hiſ- 
tory is too important to be omitted; but in this 
F leave the Publick to judge for themſelves ; I 


Among theſe are, Councils, Riſe of Hereſies, Forge- 
ries of Acts, and many more of equal Weight —In the fin- 
gle Life of Gregory the Great, there are near fifty Facts 
mentioned by the French Hiſtorian, which are not. touched 
upon by Bower. This Compariſon is mentioned in the Six 
Letters illuſtrated, p. 52. to have been made by a learned and 
accurate Critic, whoſe Obſervations upon this Point, if he 
had favoured the Public with them, would have rendered 
my Performance unneceflary. | al: 

ſhall 
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ſhall only point out what Bower has omitted, and 
where he has contradicted it; whether with Pro- 
iety and Juſtice, I ſubmit to older and abler 
leads. 18 2 7 
There is perhaps no truer cen on of an Au- 

chor' s Merit than his Preface. That, which ia 
to be the Shield of all the ſubſequent Volumes 
certainly requires, and has, the greateſt Pains 
beſtowed upon it. I he French Hiſtorian calls 
his the Author's Letter to the Editor, as a more 
agreeable Manner of introducing what he waited 
to ſay, than the old worn- out one of Taz Pxz- 
Face. He there makes a Profeſſion of his Im- 
artiality, which the Courſe of his Work ſhows 
he ſtrictly adhered to, and gives a ſhore View'of 
the proud papal Encroachments upon the Sim- 
plicity of the Goſpel, their quitting the original 
urity, and when poſſeſſed of temporal Power 
revenging themſelves upon the Pagans, by Way 
of Retaliation for the Perſecutions they had for- 
merly ſuffered from them. As to the 1 in 
particular, he ſays, he will prove, 
I. That the univerſal Juriſdiction whith they lay 
claim to, is abſolutely refuted by authentic Fails. 
II. That their Power over 7 enporalities * 
Princes, is a moſt iniquitous Uſurpat ion. 
III. That their Infallibility is chimerical. 
IV. That the Faithful are not obliged to pew an 
* Obedience to the Popes. 
That the Popes are ſubject to Councils. _ © 
| Vi. That they did not formerly interfere in 2 
Affairs of other Biſhops, over whom they bad 
Authority whatſoever. _. 
Now let us ſee what Bower ſays i in his Pre- 
Soon.) He propoſes * :aking Notice of every popiſb 
Tenet, 


2 Bower, Preface p. viii, 


E 
Tenet, when, by whom, on what Occasion, and td 
ferve what Purpoſe each of them. was breached ; 
and confuting the Pope's Pretenſions to Infal- 
libility, and ſhewing that they were all mere Bi- 


ſhops. What elſe he ſays is ſo. enveloped with 


Clouds, that there is no ſeeing. what. he means 
or intends to prove. There is indeed one very 
firſt Principle, which he lays down, and 
Which, if one would take every Thing upon 


his Word without Examination, might be of 


fingular Service to him; and that is, his con- 
demning all modern Hiſtories indiſcriminately, 
becauſe of their Partiality. Some, ſays he, are 
ell Praiſe and Panegyric z, ot bers are all Satire and 
Call. Upon this I- muſt beg Leave to make 
ſome Obſervations. There needs no Ghoſt to 
tell us, that either Bower knew of this French 
Work, or he did not. It was publiſhed at the 
Hogue in 17324 Which was cighteen Years before 

azwer”s firſt Volume came out. The Bibligtheque 
Francoiſe © had honoured it with near 70 Pages 
of Criticiſm, and among the many Encomiums 
they beſtowed. on it was, that of its thorough Im- 
partiality. A Writer then of the Church of Rome, 
and who (til! profeſſes himſelf in the Communion 
of that Church, who by the Force of Truth 
confutes the. very Errors, which that Church 
would perſuade him to adhere to, is certainly of 
more Weight than a pretended or a real Convert 
to Proteſtantiſm; for we know * by recent Exam- 
ples, that Zeal or other Motives will induce new 
»Converts to calumniate their Brethren, and fome- 


d Bower's Preface, p. vii. © Ibid. p. vi. 4 Vol. 
XVII. Parc II. Art. x. © Obſerve that I quote the 
Page of the Tranflation, tho' to. diſtinguiſh it from Bower, 
I call it French Hiſtorian, p. 218. 

| 1 4 times 
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times even to perſecute them. But to return. If 
Bower did not Know of this Work, his very Ig- 
norance is inexcuſable: If he did, his omitting 
the Mention of it in his Preface was ſo ſcanda- 
louſly difingenuous, that a candid Author would 
have bluſhed at being guilty of it. Bur perhaps, 
it was of too great Uſe to be expoſed to vulgat 
Eyes; nay, had Bower ſuch an Antagoniſt in 
me, as he has lately had in his other Affairs, 
might he not fall under the Cenſure of having 
fled to England, merely, with an Intent of keep- 
ing this French Work out of. it, Ir is certain, 
that the Jeſuits Abroad endeavoured to ſtifle it, for 
* they found it not for their Intereſt to meddle with 
the Wark itſelf ; it was fraught with ſtubborn 
Truths; it abounded with Authorities to which 
they had often appealed ; their own Arms were 
turned againſt them. Might it not therefore be 
worth while to diſpatch one of their Body to 
give up ſome Part of their Arguments, that 
they might be left in peaceable Poſſeſſion of the 
reſt ? And may not that End be brought about, 
and the Subſcribers for Bower think themſelves 
obliged to defend him and oppoſe the other 
Work, rather than fairly own they had thrown 
away their Money fooliſhly ? May they not ſtill 
hover aver the Repreſentatives of their depar 
Treaſure, like the Devotees of thoſe modern 
Sectariſts, whoſe grand Secret conſiſts in getting 
their Money, and then being ſecure of their At- 
fection? But to comfort them, I muſt inform 
them, that leſs, much leſs would purchaſe the 
whole French Hiſtory when tranſlated, than one 
third or fourth Part of Rower*s remaining Vo- 
lumes, were they ever to come out. Even that 


f Tranſlator's Propoſals, p. 8, 
4 is 


( 14 ) 

is a Point of ſome Weight now, that the Study 
of Church-Hiftory, with which that of the 
Popes is fo intimately * conneCted, is almoſt to- 
tally confined to thofe, who cannot afford a large 
Sum for the Purchaſe of it; but had Bowers 
Work been as much ſuperior in Goodneſs as it 
is in Price, I ſhould never have quarrelled with 
him, though the Purchaſe had taken up one half 
of my Curacy. Bower, as it is, muſt be expoſed 
to my Cenfure, and even that Severity is not ſo 
cruel to Authors,” as total Neglect; ſuch a dif- 
ingenuous Attempt to ſtifle them as he is guilty 
of, in his Preface, againſt the French Hiſtorian, 
who merited better Ufage, but that Merit was 
what Bower was determined not to pardon. 
What is laid down in the French Author's Let- 
ter to the Editor, is moſt ftriftly adhered to in 
the Courſe of his Work; but what Mr. Bower 
fays in his Preface, he forgets, or neglects al- 
moſt throughout his whole Performance. 
As his Preface fays little or nothing, and 
the French Hiſtorian's a great deal, and that clear 
and ſatisfactory, we ſhall ſee the ſame Spirit run 
through the whole of each of their Hiſtories. 
Bower, in his firſt Volume, dates nothing but 
the Beginning and End of each Papacy. Mate- 
rial Facts are left to ſhift for themſelves. In 
this, the French Hiſtorian is exactly the Reverſe. 
He confines every Fact to it's proper Date; 
Were an Hiſtory oſ the Popes to contain nothing more 
than barely their Actions, it would be of no more Service to 
the World, than a late curious Book, dignified with the 
Title of The Hiftery of the Engliſh Regues. The Caſes are 
fimilar; for ſuch a Performance as dropped the eſſential Mat- 
ters of the Church for the unimportant Lives of thoſe who 


pretended to be the Heads of it, might juſtly be ſtiled An 
Hiftory of the Italian Rogues, | 


with- 


| ( *15 ) 

without which, an Author may at Pleaſure cor- 
rupt all Hiſtory. How neceſſary is it, ſays Mr, 
Bayle, * ts aſſign each Faft it's true Date, and 
how odious are the Frauds that prevail among Hiſ- 
torians; for ſo one may juſtly call their Tricks of 
antedating; Tricks, by which they are ſure ta de- 
ceive all their Readers; Artifices, by which they 
contrive to make perpetual Satires or Apologies, 
without inventing any one Fat. 

In the very Beginning, how different is the 
one from the other. Bower*s St. Peter, (who is 
placed by both at the Head of the Popes, in Com- 
placence to former Writers) is a long, tedious De- 
tail of Diſquiſitions, that are of no Importance : 
He conſumes eight Pages in uſeleſs Repetitions 
of, whether St. Peter was ever at Rome or no; 
and leaves us juſt exactly where he found us, 
The French. Hiſtorian diſcuſſes this Point in fewer 
Words, and though he does not abſolutely ſettle 
it, makes it immaterial to the Cauſe of Popery ; 
Were it poſſible * ſays he, to prove St. Peter to 
have been the Prince of the Apoſtles, and that be 
had Authority over the whole Church, it would ſtill 
be incumbent to clear ap theſe Points againſt the 
Proteſtants, that he actually did eftabliſh the Exer- 
ciſe of this Juriſdifion at Rome, and that the 
Popes, down to this Day, have ſucceeded to all bis 
Privileges, though they have deviated ſo widely 
from his Maxims. Can any Thing be more can- 
did than this? Does this Man deſerve the Cen- 
ſure Bower has given him, among all the other 
Moderns, of a partial Writer? Mr. Bower makes 
no ſuch Reflection : He might, perhaps, think 
it too ſevere. | 


5 Bayle, Nouv. de la Nep. des Lettres. March 1686. Art. 7. 
French Hiſt, p. 7. | 


Bower 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Boteer has totally overlooked another Point 
of Moment, and that is, the papal Controverſy 
upon the Text of, Thou art Peter, and upon this 
Rock will I Build my Church, which was too not- 
ed to merit being 8 over in Silence; for on 


this the Papiſts found the Supremacy of their 
Church, it's Infallibility and Power of binding 
and unbinding. The French Hiſtorian refers his 


Readers to the Authorities on both Sides, but 


himſelf leans to the Cauſe of Proteſtantiſm ; 


Church for her Preſumption. $3 bh 
Bower omits another important Affair, the 
Council of Jeruſalem. This is of the greater 
Weight, becauſe all the Faithful were aſſiſting 
at it, and no Superiority claimed by any one. 
Each ſpoke his Sentiments, and ſubmitted them 
to the general Cenſure, and what they ſettled, 
was ſettled by them conjointly, independent of 
any Pretender to Infallibility, the Notion of 
which was not at that Time broached. $9 
Bower omits the Mention of St. Peter's erring, 
and St. Paul's reproving him for it; the Franck 
Hiſtorian * inſerts it; he therefore is the ſtronge 
Antipapiſt, as he can afford to give them all 
the Poſtulata they can wiſh for, as St. Peter's 
being at Rome——Pope there——Head of the 
Church——and yet from this Point demoliſh 


that is, that of Truth; and cenſures his own 


* . - N 


is mentioned by the other, and the Point is given 


in Favour of the Proteſtants. Sefs in Abun- 


1 French Hiſt: p. 3, and 4. * Ibid. p. 10. 1 Ibid. 
p- II. | "IN 
| dance 


| C9. JN; - 8 
dance ꝰ are omitted by Bower. Here comes one 
of the Nicolaites bo gave themſelves to all Man- 
ner of Uncleanneſs and deſpiſed' Marriage. Per- 
haps Bower might not "chooſe to have his firſt 
Pope diſhonoured with the Riſe of a Sect in his 
Time; nor does he mention the falſe Writings 
aſcribed to St. Pete. n h⁰²⁹e en 
From the View of this firſt Life, can Bower = 
pretend to call himſelf an Hiſtorian? Are not 
all theſe Facts of Importance, all neceſſary to 
his Subject, and relative to the Popes, both in 
their private and publick Capacity? I on, I 
am at a loſs, which to admite moſt, his Ex- 
frontery in beginning one, or Poſſibility of vend- 
ing three Volumes. cd 9013 mf 2001", 45 
As to the ſhort Views of the political. State of 
the Roman Empire, which the French Hiſtorian 
gives at the End of St. Peter's Life, and there 
ſays, he ſhall give at the End of every Century, 
the ſame conciſe View of the political State of 
Affairs; that, I ſay, Boer totally omits, tho? 
ſo agreeable a Digreſſion, ſo ſeaſonable à Relief, 
and ſo neceſſary a Work towardꝭ clearing up 
the Motives of manyſ of the Popes Actions, by: 
diſplaying the Characters of thoſe: Princes; whom 
they either beguiled into their Intereſts, or haugh- 
tily oppoſed, when they found them not over- 
eaſy to be wrought upon 
A QAItOoD NT Yi 
The learned Cawe in his Hiforia: Literariay:thinks'them 
of Importance io Church-Hiſtory. Theſe are his Words, in 
which all true Critics muſt, join him: 2uod enim heretices in- 
ſerueri m, id inde factum eff, quia borum nn minus quan alio- 


rum notitia ad hiſtoriam Ecclgſiaſficam illuſtrandam apprims 
confert.—Proleg. F. IV. 


= French Hiſt. p. 14. 
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As +:go farther on, 1 cant help obſerving, 
that whatever 1 meet with in Bower, Which is 
really ingenious. and intereſting, ſeems. to be a 
Tranſlation from this ##ench Work; I ſay, ſeems. 
to be: I aver nothing, but, wherever I meet 
with ſuch —— ſhall only deſire 
the Reader to compare them. Let him begin 
with: comparing Bower, p. 16. line 26, and fix 
Lines on with the French Hiſtorian, p. 22, Part 
of; the ſecond Paragraph, Where he gives his 
Opinion of Cement's Letter to the Corinthians. 

| Compare the 3 aſcribed to hint 7 with 
what Bower ſays of his fabulaus Ads. 
Bower ſeems to tranſpoſe Facts, and even Ob- 
ſervations from the other, and is ſo tedious; that 
the finding what ſmall Portion of good Senſe he 
has transfuſed flom other Works into his own, 
from the Propenſity he ſeems to have of prefer- 
ing, either artfully or otherwiſe, his on Jargon, 
is a Labour I am tired of - myſelf, and al 
not wiſh my Enemy, much leſs my: F riend to 
be engaged in. 

The i french Hiſtorian aknowiedpes the Dark- 
neſs, of-the'firſt Ages, and therefore relates only 
ſuch F acts as he is Jure of 1 Bower, confounds all, 
and ont would really imagine, that his Intent 
was rather to confuſe, than clear up any one 
Point of Hiſtory: He at leaſt ſucceeds very 
happily in doing fo. 

Compare Bower on? the er, of Holy 
Pater, and the French Hiſtorian * on the ſame 
Head. Compare al the Popes from St. Peter 
to St. Pius. 


French Hiſt, p. 2 e Bower, Vol. I. p. 17. 
That 


? Ibid. p. 2. 7 French Hit. p. 28. 
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That infamous Sect of the ® Gnoſticks aroſe 
is Anicetus's Papacy 3 Bower don't mention them 
at all, as yet, though perhaps, we may meet 
with them, where they ought not to be: tis in 
vain to ſearch him for any Thing in its proper 
Place. | 
To ſilence thoſe, who may talk of this 
French Work's being a Papiſt's, a bigotted Pa- 
piſt's Performance, I ſhall give the firſt Para- 

aph of the third Century *: Time corrupts the 
beft and holieft Regulations: 80 did it the Inſtitu- 
- Hom of the Epiſcopacy.” That great Honour turnel 
the Heads of thoſe who were inveſted with it, Filled 
them with Pride, and ſo flattered their Ambition, 
that at laſt they conceited themſelves greater Men 
than their Collegues. But this 0 tf was mort 
particularly vifible at Rome; if tþ at Miſtreſs 
of the World bad ſcorned to 5 25 2 5 
Boſom, any Thing r, the Rat of King: 8 
Princes. Towards ibe End of the Ye 
the Biſhops of Rome began to claim 42 front over 
over the. other Churches, to which they were not 
entitled i apoſtolical Authority. In the third Cen- 
tun, we ſhall find the Church bad fallen off from 
ber original Purity. Her firſt Age, to uſe the 
Cardinal of Lorraine's Expreſſion, "Was a golden 
one; but as the'Times of the Apoſtles. gretv more 
remote, Corruption has been continually encreaſing, 
till it bas attained the Height we at this Day he- 
hold it at. Pape Victor feetcbed the firff Out-lines 
ef the: great Work of Deſpotiſm over the Conſeiencts 


8. This Omiſſion is the more remarkable, as the Jeanidh 
Cave dwells ſo much upon it as to call the Age it aroſe in, 
Sæculum Gnoſticum. He had the Happineſs of not ſeeing 
Things in the ſame Light with Mr. Bower.” 


French Hiſt. p. 34. 5s Ibid, p. 44. | 
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pf Men, ani his Succeſſers miſſed no Opportunity of 


enging it to Perfection, as we ſpall ſee in the 
Courſe of this Work. Could Mr. Bower ha ve 
faid any Thing more ſeverely juſt? No: nor 
any "Thing 0 ſatisſactory, diſtinct, and inge 


nuous. 
Bower Nite the Herely of Praxeas,|as.com- 
| Pro in Zeph "Ru sr Pontificate, though his 
| Ec St. had held a Council and 
it in his. Bower ſeems to have a 
Value ay eb -by giving him the Praiſe 
he does not delerve, and exempting him from 
the Cenſure and Ridicule, ſo juſtly his due, for 
receiving Natalis into his Communion z a Prieſt, 
_ 7 wha came to him with a Story of being Wierd 
all Night by Angels. 
As rage "gd BN all other Hiſtorians for 
Partial I. ſhall, here and there produce In- 
tances rom this French Hiſtorian, to prove what 
have laid down, that he. does not deſerve that 
enfure.;-Callixtus, ſays he, “ is ſaid to have in- 
fituted the Faſt of the four Ember - Weeks: But wwe 
cannot trace that Cuſtom farther back than the Pon- 
Hate of Leo, who lived towards the Cloſe of the , 
Harb Century; at leaſt Prateſtants will have it ſo: 
and I fairly on, that all the Theology 1 am Maſter 
of, dots not furniſh me any one ſutisfactory Reaſon to 
25 ave the contrary. Ought not every true Pro- 
tant to eſteem and honour an Hiſtorian, who, 
though profeſſedly of another way of thinking, 
is fo: candid a Follower of Truth ? But the 
greater his Merit of this Sort is, the more care- 
fully will the more bigotted Prieſts of the Popiſh 
Communion, the Jeſuits, thoſe Devotees to the 
Bower, Vol. I. p. 40. French Hiſt. p. 38. » Ibid. 
p. 45 Ib. p. 47. ö 
2 papal 
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papal Authority, endeavour to coneeaſ him from 
our Eyes! Let Mr. Bower clear himſelf, if he 
can, for joining them in this mean and iniquitous 
Deſign. He profeſſes great Regard” for Truth, 
but dis Profeſſions are like bis Maſter the Pope's 
Title of Servus e 1 ae ces. e per 
contre-verite. : NOTING 

Bower ſlurs over Ur bon Life, the' the French 
Hiſtorian cenſures him for introducing” the Uſe 
of ſilver Veſſels into the Church; for accepting 

* of Lands and Houſes from the Chriſtians, and 
applying the Profits to the Uſe of the Clergy 
and extols Alexander Severus for not ſufferin 
Gold or Silver in the Temples of the pagan Idols, 
and ſaying, that Gold cond nn of no _ in Res 

ion 
nere e vol. I. p. uu with che French 
Hiſtorian, p. 85. the laſt Paragraph. 

The Hereſy of Sabellius makes the Wee Per. 
ſons of the Trinity three Names? ; but this is 
another Sect below Mr. Bower's Notice. | 

Poor St. Lawrence and his Gridiron falls un- 
der the ſame Calamity, cough the French Work 
mentions * him. 

Compare Bowers Dioxyſer; 40 chat of ah 

d French Hiſtorian, See how Bower reſembles 

him, except when he runs into tedious Details 

of his own Contrivance; and fee how he *ſeems 

to avoid him in Felix I. doubtleſs, for Fear of 

2 catched taking too much at a Time ou 
im. 

Bower omits the morfedub Hereſy of Mae 
which the other Work * ſo ſeverely condemns. 


* French Hiſt, p. 48. Ib. p. 64. 2 Ib. 66. 
* Bower, Vol. I. p. 74. * French Hiſt; p. 68. Power, 
Vol. I. p. 78. 4 French Hiſt. p. 73. | 
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It is not impoſſible but we may meet with an 
Account of it farther on in his Work, When it 
comes judicially before the Court of Rome. But 
ought he thus in theſe firſt Ages to fly from 


atter, and leave it for the latter, when there 
will be ſo many other Things to call for our At- 
tention? And beſides, ought not every Hereſy 
to be remark' d as it ſprung, or how elſe are its 
Tenets to be ſettled? For in a very few Years 
every Hereſiarch's Doctrine is ſo explained, or 
added to, that he himſelf, were he to return up- 
on Earth, would not know his own Offspring. 
Bower omits the glorious Martyrdom of the 
Tbebæan Legion; the Hiſtory of which, and 
their Remonſtrance, ought to be wrote in Let- 
ters of Gold : Throughout all the Authors — 
Jever yet have read, I never met with ſo 
an Inſtance of Bravery, ſuch: ſteady Reſolution; 
| ſuch indeed, as nothing but the Cauſe of Chriſt, 
for which they ſuffered, could have inſpired 
them with. The Authenticity of the Story of 
this Tbebæan Legion, has, indeed, been called 
into Queſtion. by Biſhop Burner, and other learn- 
ed Men; but ſurely ſo remarkable a Fact de- 
ſerved to be taken Notice of, even, if only to 
be diſproved. 

Bower. omits the Gouneil of Elvira, which 
forbad * lighting Candles in the Day-time, and 
Having Paintings in Churches. Is not this im- 
portant againſt the Church of Rome ? But many 
Things that are ſo, are ſlurred over in Silence 


by him: Why—T ſhall not pretend to deter- 
mine: He knows beſt himſelf. 


- © French Hiſt. p. 75. Ib. p. 86: 
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Hie has alſo omitted. the Martyrdom of St. 
— which the French Hiſtorian, as he bad 
no Matter of greater Importance to diſtinguiſh 
that Point of Time with, ns ſo. PEN 1 
an Account of. 

The French — gives“ us a peneral View 
of the Cuſtoms introduced into the Church in 
the ſecond and third Centuries. This is clear 
and ſatis factory; and at the Beginning of Mar- 
ctiluss Life, ſays ; We are now entering upon 
the Hiſtory of the fourth Century of the Church. 

Tt is full of great and extraordinary Events, both 
ecclefiaſtical and civil. All is curious and intereſt- 
ing in it, and the Reader «will find ſome Amends 
made bim for the Dryneſs of the three preceding 
Ages, What I have to remark. here, is, that 
Bower makes no Apology (I ſuppoſe thinking it 
not requiſite) for his, which really are dry, and 
the other does, where he has but little Occa- 
ſion. 

Bower, in Marcellus's Life, omits his being 
compelled by Maxentius to act in the Capacity 
of a Groom; perhaps, in his Eyes, that was 
too abject a Situation for a Pope to be topecſerſt- 
ed in. | 

Bower, in Siloefter”s Life, omits the Hereſy of | 
t Arius and his Condemnation. {| 

Bower omits the Sect of the Valefans,” le 
the French Hiſtorian makes ſevere Reflections on 
the forced Celibacy of the Romiſo Clerg : 

Bower omits the finding of the Cross 3 and 
theDecree of the Council of Nice, o which makes 


: French Hin. e, Mw hol 

* Ib. p. 9. IIb. p. 99. Ib, 161, Ib. p. 102. 
* Ib. p. 104. 8 4 
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the Biſhop of Alexandria equal to the Biſhop of 
Rome. Is Bower a Proteſtant; or even a candid 
Hiſtorian ? I am afraid he has too much of the 
Jeſuit in his Hiſtory ; for wherever we come to 
an important Period, Bower diſappoints us, and 
entertains, I mean, plagues us with uſeleſs Di- 
greſſions. In Silveſter's Life, the moſt remark- 
able we are yet come to, he introduces the dif- 
ferent Rights of Metropolitans and other Orders 
in the Church, which are, many too clear, others 
too inſignificant to want explaining; he makes 
a ſtupid Attempt, nay, perhaps, glories in the 
Diſcovery, which nobody would deſire to rob 
him of the Honour of, of comparing the eccle- 
ſiaſtical Polity to, and deducing it from, the 
civil, by Way of Compliment to Conſtantine. 
Al this may be very true, but what is it to the 
Purpaſe, eſpecially when Matters of higher Con- 
cern lie neglected on that very Account. 

Bower ſuppoſes Pope Mark might have ſent 
the Pall to the Biſhop of Oſtia; the French Hiſ- 
torian *condemns it as an arrant Fable, and men- 
tions another Forgery of an Anſwer to a Letter 
ſuppoſed to be from the Biſhops of Egypt, where- 
in the Pope aſſumed the haughty Title of Univerſal 
Biſhop. + Bower mentions the Letter and Anſwer, 
ſuppoſes them forged ; but does not mention the 
Contents; in which conſiſts the Condemnation 
of the Church of Rome for her intentional Uſurp- 
At10N.- /-- IIS | 441 3301 2111 

Bower mentions only one Council of Sardis, 
though the French Hiſtorian aſſerts; be Euſe- 
bian Biſbops finding tbemſelves inferior in Number 


P Bower, Vol. I. p. 11 85. French Hiſt. p. 105. 
| 4 
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to the orthodox Bend ſoon retired, and ff Hopping 
at Philippolis in Thrace, held an A {ſſembly t ere, 
10 which they gave the Name of the . Sr 
dis. The Church was now in the utmoſt Confu uſion : 
Councils thundered out Anathemas againſt each 
other. . This was on Account of the Arians and 
St. Athanaſius : Bower, either deceived himſelf 
by theſe two Councils, or intending to deceive 
others, is ſo much of an Arian as to call the 
true Council of Sardis, @ Council of no great Au 
thority. Here then is an Error in the firſt Con- 

coction; for, if the Council, which condemned 
the Arians, was a Council of no great Authority, 
may it not be alledged, that the Doctrine of the 
Arians was juſt and right ? Sure he mult be 
ſtrangely inattentive, or meanly deſirous of com- 
plimenting ſome of the Arians of the preſent 
Age, at the trifling Expence of Truth and Sin- 
cerity. 

In the Title to the Life of Liberius, Where the 
French Hiſtorian ſays, LIBERIUus, who is tiled a 
SainT notwithſtanding his Fall; Bower omits that 
eſſential Part of, notwithſtanding. his Fall: Wh 
—let others 5udar. 

Bower takes Notice of ſome Moderns : Why 
then does he not of this impartial, though F. Wn. 
Hiſtorian ? | 

Bower has given us the Life of Ofzus, and 
highly extolled him, though throughout his 
whole Life he was a Dupe to the Court of Rome: 
Sympathy has ſtrange Effects. 

Bower makes only a Probability“ of Liberius 8 
ſigning che Sirmian Confeſſion, though the French 


s Bower, Vel. I, p. 12 Ib. P, 147. Ib. 148. 
* * p. 166. of 1 | 7 of ' 
112110 Hiſ- 


F 
* Hiſtorian makes it clear be did ſo: Bower there- 
fore in acknowledging his Fall and leaving only 
a Probability of 'the Action by which he fel}, 


LY 


contradicts himſelf, and purpoſely obſcures that 


.. 


Point of Hiſtory. 


Bower praiſes Damaſus's * Writings, the other 
condemns 7 them. I leave thoſe who are ac- 


quainted with them to decide this Point. 


© "Bower otnits the Hereſy of the Priſcillianifts*, 


their Condemnation, and the Council of Con- 
. which granted the Patriarch of Con- 
tantineple the ſame Privileges, which the Biſhop of 
Rome exjoyed. But ftill we are to obſerve with 
tbe learned * Beveridge, that thoſe honorary 
Prerogatives did not, even then, imply any Supe- 
riority or Power, but only a certain Pre-eminence. 
For it was the Council of Chalcedon, that fir 
added to Honours the Prerogatives of Power, Is 
not this Frenchman a candid, an impartial Hiſ- 
torian? His ſole Reſearch is for Truth. 
Bower tranſpoſes into the Life of * Damaſus, 


what the French Hiftorian ſays, in * Siricius, of 


St. Jerom's Satire againſt che Romiſh Clergy. 
Tranſpoſing is what Bower has a peculiar Talent 
at; doubtleſs, to conceal his Plagiariſm, which 
is what be may eaſily do, as he puts no particu- 
lar Date to Actions; a Way of Proceeding, 
which in an Hiſtorian, may almoſt be conſtrued 
into an abſolute Intent to deceive and bubble all 
Mankind. © b 

The French Hiſtorian juſtly, ſharply, and 


conciſely cenſures the Celibacy of the Romiſb 


» French Hiſt. p. 115. * Bower, Vol. I. p. 230. 


French Hiſt. p. 137. Ib. p. 133. Bower, Vol. 
I. p. 191. French Hiſt. p. 139. Ib. 138. | 
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Prieſte; while Bower * makes a tedious Deſcarſt 
upon it, jumbliag all Ages together, ſo as to 
leave one at a Loſs to diſtinguiſh, when to date 


| the Beginning or Confirmation of that Inſtixu- 
tion. 32 


Now, out of cheir Time, Bower * intraduees 
the Prijeilliunits. . Ne * 
Botoer applauds Siricius, pakapss beeauſe 
Pope, at the Expence of St. Ferom ; and omits, 
that Siricius's Sanctity was * doubtful; and 
that Councils“ were now honoured for the — 
"TURE: 
Having now got i into o the Way of ie, and ra- 
ther chuſing in the remaining Part of my Pam- 
phlet to ſhew material Points, which Bower 
omits 3 than to diſvelop from their vaſt; un- 
wieldy Encumbrances the Facts, which he pur- 
| ; 9 6 tranſpoſes to deter People from ſoch an 
Enterprize; I muſt obſerve, with ſome 
of Acrimony, that in Tanocent's Life he omi 
Vigilantius and his Doctrine: The French Hi 
torian beſtowes a due Panegyric upon him, 
and for my Part I cannot help regarding him, 
as the FIRST PROTESTANT for his ingenuous 
and orthodox Manner of oppoling the Errors 
of the Church of Rome. Should ſuch a Man 
have been omitted? His Hiſtory and Tenets, 
thought worthy of a Place in the papal Hiſtory 
by the Frenchman, certainly deſerved greater 
Encomiums from one who profeſſed himſelf a 
Proteſtant, unleſs we ſuppoſe, that Bower was 
not what he profeſſed, and that the other, tho 


a „ Power, Vol. I. b. 648 Ibid. p. 245. ol Wie. 
2 75- 2 French Hiſt. p. 142. bid. p. 144. 
* p. 161. 
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2 Papiſt, was too great a Friend to Truth, to 
countenance his own Community unjuſtly: This 
laſt is an abſolute Fact; let the Author che De- 
toction of Bower decide as to the former. 
As a Confirmation of the French Hiſtorian! 's 
being a ſteady Friend to Truth, an impartial 
Writer, though a Modern, 1 hall — his 
oven Words upon a Point which Bower chuſes 
rather to paſs over in Silence: The Frenchman 
ſays *.; 1 ſay nothing of the exceſſive Spirit of Fa- 
naticiſm, that I in the Year 415, in Re- 
gard to the Worſhip of Reliques, The Proteſtants 
(whom he quotes) are not bebind Hand on this 
Subjeft, and why ſhould I furniſh: them with Arms. 
They. have 4 ſufficient Number, from which the 
Catholic, Doctors cannot take off the Edge. 
Bocver defers the Council of Diaſpolis, which 
vindicated Pelagius, till the Life of“ Zozimus ; 3 
vhich is ſetting it in the wrong Pontificate. 
For further Proofs of the French Hiſtorian's 
Jmpaniabey, though I think I have given enough 
already, we may obſerve that he, though on- 
ſeſſedly a Janſeniſt, condemns them." in ſome 
Points: He condemns the Pope, and ſays he 
patronized the worſt of Cauſes to advance his 
own See: He ſhews him “ convicted of Impoſ- 
ture, in forging fictitious Canons of Nice; which 
is a Particularity Bower thinks proper to forget: 
The French Author ſhews, that Pope Zozimus 
Solan the PE: enen for a Law rg 


1 French. Hiſt. 16 1 Ibid. p. 167. m Bower, 
Vol. I. p. 332. . 9 Hiſt. p. wy o Ib. p. 183. 
How many Errors may ariſe from this ingle Omiſſion? Ab- 
ſurdities and falſe ga Inferenaces may receive a moſt 
comfortable Addition by it. ? French Hiſt, P. 181. 
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the Pelagians; which Bower makes 4 'Honorius's 
own unrequeſted Act. 
The Prench Hiſtorian relachs: every Thing i 
a the very Time it happened: Bower is eternally 
dragging in Things of little or no Conſequenee; 
and, inſtead of a clear, diſtin Hiſtory of the 
Time, he is, or ought to be about, is running 
into Details of what belongs to later Times; 
Þoflibly, becauſe he had a Mind to mention them, 
and knew he ſhould never 8⁰ op till he came 
Tegularly to them. Wer. 
Jo omit mentioning ſoverids Particularsyas 
N has done in the Life of Boniface, let me 
haſten to one of Importance, wherein the Cha- 
racters of the two will appear in their proper 
Colours, the one, tho? a Papiſt, yet Friend to 
Truth; the other ſomething like a Jeſuit, and 
Spreader of Falſhood, that he may aggrandize 
the Authority of the Court of Rome; The French 
Hiſtorian ſays, * hat in order to the Pope's being 
ſeated in the pontifical Chair, it was neceſſary” be 
fhruld have the Emperor's Approbation; and con- 
demns Pagi for conceiting that” the Difference be- 
tween Boniface and Eulalius, both made Popes at 
once, was what gave the Emperor, and afterwards 
the Kings of Italy, an opening to interfere" in the 
Election of Popes. ——This is one of the grand 
Points, which the Popes wanted to gain, in or- 
der to make them independent on the Emperor. 
Let us now fee what the zealous Anti- papiſt 
Bower ſays: He begins with ©: This is the fir 
Inſtance that occurs in Hi ory, of Princes inter- 
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the:Requeſt ef the Pope himſelf, called on the Em- 


4 6 
£5 "> Wh R 5 4 
*% ; $6.4 * 


Pag, which from mall Beginnings grew 10 ſuch. a 
Height, as to reflełt great Shame and Diſgrace.oy 
_ _ #he-Roman Church. And a little farther on, he 


odd Hut it muſt be obſerved, that the original 
Evil- was the Corruption, the Violence, and the 


: many. Diſorders, which the Clergy and People were 


guilty, of in thoſe Elections: It was this, which, at 


perars to interpoſe their Authority, as the only ade- 


guats (he might have ſaid lawful) Remedy. to ſuch 


Abuſes. Is not this a glaring Inſtance of his fa- 
vouring the Authority of the Popes, though, to 
make you believe him a Proteſtant, he does it 
at the Expence of their Characters; they being 
Things confined to Time, and conſequently the 


Ses itſelf not cenſurable on that Account. 


At the End of my Obſervations on this firſt 
Volume.of Bower, I ſhall add ſome Authorities 
to prove, that the Popes were dependent upon the 
Emperors, even in eccleſiaſtical, as well as 
civil Affairs, but am at preſent diſpoſed to hurry 
through his Rubbiſh, with all the Expedition 
imaginable: I ſhall only obſerve, that he is on 
the papiſtical and falſe Side of the Queſtion; the 
French Author on that of Proteſtantiſm and 
Truth. ren NN 69H ty M03 ul 

Io proceed with him therefore. Bower gives 
Boniface the beſt of Characters, calls him natu- 
rally a Lover of, Peace and an Enemy to all Strife 


and Cantention; and ſays", He. is worſhipped. by 


:the Church of Rome among ber Saints; an Ho- 
.nour which few. of his Predeceſſors better deſerved, 
This muſt} be a no leſs proper, than juſt Cha- 
rater of him, who had beat the” Emperor's 


we. Bower, Vol. I. P- 366. French Hiſt p. 186. 
1 1 3 | | — 
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Secretary; had · made ſuch Attempts, upon Ih- 
ria, as required an Edict from Theadg/fus to check 
and had N 0 the civil Powers, which 


1 bound to obey, by acting in Defiance of, 


5 Oppoſition to, t at dict. 
| Power now, in Celeſtine s. Life, lugs in by 
Head, and. Shoulders the dead. Pope Zozimus 
490 his Impo ſture. What hayo they to do here? 
By theſe 9 of Tranſpoſition, he attempts to 
diſguiſe his Plagiariſm ; at the ſame. Time pur; 
poſely, to ſay no worſe, differing in Eſſentials, 


1 5 the Truth of that Hiſtory, which in mi- 


nuter Points he condeſcends to copy. This 
Pope's. Life, in the moſt ſtriking Paſſages of it, 
| will cher the Truth of what I advance, and his 
diſregarding chronological Dates luthdently. con: 
n 

| Inſtances of Candor andIm partiality occur con- 
tinually in the French — — 1 think this 
one of them: After producing the ſharp Re- 
monſtrance of the 2 rican Biſhops to the Po 


be adds“; by. do not qu (that is, the French) 


5 ſp, k in the. ſame Stile? I by do they ſo 
Biſhop 425 their ine, to be infringed ? Ft 


maintain in ibe Poſſeſſion of its Prerogatives.; z 
an all Probability, no ſuch. Preferment will ever be 
the Reward of ibis my Labour; becauſe the Truth, 
which I diſplay in its full Light, is odious 0 the 
Children of Darkneſs. Bower, by throwing the 
Cloak of Silence over this Hiſtory, ſeems to be 


one of thoſe who could not endure that full 
Light of Truth. 


5 is their Buſineſs. I have no Bi 71 


; 


w French Hiſt. p. 190. * Bower, Vol. I. p. 370. 


Fiench Hiſt. p. 196. 
| Borer 
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CO.] . Num ; and muſt declare, that l have 
not found any one Fact of true hiſtorical Im- 
portance in Bower, which is omitted in thoſe 
two Numbers; though that is a Compliment, 
which I can by no Means pay Mr. Bower : My 
Judgment on him is, that he has artfully ob- 
Teared, rather than cleared up any Point of Hiſ- 
tory ; that he is miſerably abſurd, tireſome, and 
defective: In ſhort, were he to write againſt 
me, Which 1 ſhall never more do againſt him; 
T would not defire him to write worſe than he 
Has in this firſt Volume, which he ends with al- 
moſt as great an Abſurdity as any to be met with 
in the Courſe of it. The next Volume, ſays he®, 
will ſhew Popes contending for civil, as well as 
ecclefraftical Dominion; juſt as if they had not 
Joie that already, and taken Airs of Grandeur 
upon them, eſpecially in the laſt of the four 
Centuries, which, with much ado, he has com- 
prized. in his Guinea Tome; though indeed, to 
do Juſtice to him as Jeſuit, rather than Hiſ- 
torian, he has made an Attempt to impoſe upon 
us the Belief of the civil and eccleſiaſtical Au- 
thorities being lodged in different Hands, tho 


French Hiſt. p- 202. * Ib. p. 206. Bower, 
Vol. I. p. 411. . a 
ey Hiſtory 


-- moſt of 


6 of © | 
Hiſtory ſufficiently evinces their both-/belong- 
ing of Right to the Emperors only*. 
Among the Croud of Church- Hiſtorlans, Pagi and. 
'Boawer are the only two who concerted, that originally it was 
not neceſſary for the Pope to have the Emperor's: Approba- 
tion; and that Boniface was the firſt Inſtance of Emperors 
interfering in thoſe Elections: In other Words, they, and 
they only, made the barefaced Attempt. of afferting, that 
Popes were independent of the Emperors ; for, as accord- 
ing to them, the Emperor has no legal Cognizance of the 
Election, he muſt conſequently have no legal Power over the 
Elected. This is a Point of no ſmall Importance, and we 
Hall ſee Bower conſidered it as ſuch. Beſides his Aﬀertion, 
-as above, in Relation to Boniface, he in Vol. II. p. 319. 
ſays, an Agreement was ſettled between Theodoric, (King of 
Tah, which Kings ſucceeded to all the Emperor's Rights,) 
and the Church of Rome ; the Clergy to chooſe, and he to 
confirm the Pope, thus elected. In Vol. III. p. 311. he 
makes the Edict, which forbad the Pope to be ordained, iſ- 
ſued at the Requeſt of a Pope, and therefore, deriving that 
Authority from themſelves, as if the Emperors had no Power 
but what ſpriing from that Fountain-head of Juriſdiction: 
To have made ſuch an Aſſertion in plain Terms would have 
blown him up at once, but he labours it ſecretly, and en- 
deavours to undermine our Underſtanding; that may do for 
a while, but the Deceiver will be found out at laſt. Beſides 
the many Authorities which occur in the French Hiſtorian, 
in Oppoſition to this favourite Scheme of Bower, I ſhall 
produce the learned Cave, who, in his Hiforia Litteraria, 
ol. I. p. 394. 4. D. 419. makes it a Thing of Courſe, 
that Boniface was confirmed by the Emperor: In p. 508. 
A. D. 526. at which Time Bower pretends there was an 
Agreement between Theodoric and the Church of Nome, 
Cave mentions his confirming the Pope, but not a ſingle 
Word of the Agreement. So diligent an Enquirer as Cave 
would not have paſſed ſo important a Point over unnoticed. 
| el (A. D. 5 30. Cave, Vol. I. p. 511.) confeſſes 


his Subjection to the civil Powers, as indeed was done by 
e Popes till John VIII. who meeting with a Prince, 
that was eaſy to be bubbled, and longed to be called Em- 
| — gave up all his Authority for the empty Name: The 
rench, who pretend to boaſt of a regular Succeſſion in 
their Kings, will know I mean Charles le Chauve, who inter- 

| | C 


rupted 


| 
| 
| 
, . 
Upon reading over what I have writ on Mr. 

Bower s firſt Volume, I muſt honeſtly confeſs, 

that the Indignation that aroſe in me at ſeeing 

an impartial Author ſo ſlighted by him, and 

= that even in his laſt "= Wig ubliſhed in 17 54. 


which is twenty two Vears after the French Hiſ- 
torian publiſhed his firſt Volume, he had not 
made the Amende honorable; that Indignation, 
I ſay, and ingenuouſſy * it, ſeems to have 
tranſ me farther in ſome Places, than up- 
on cler Reflection I would wiſh it had; but 
vet, as it is committed to Paper, and as the 
Grounds of my Reſentment are juſt, I cannot 
tell where to begin and ſoften it ; * moſt I can 
do for Mr. Bower is to let him off, in theſe two 
laſt Volumes, with barely noting his Defclts, 
and let the Publick think Sim leſs, culpable here, N 
than he has hitherto been: The Obligations he | 
will then be under to my Candor, will more | 
than compenſate for the Uſage he has already 
received from me. 

Come then! I will begin with praiſing him: 
Here in Vol. II. he begins affixing Dates to Ac- 
tions 3 we may now hope, at leaſt, for more 
Regularity ; perhaps, coworker: this Volume 
may be its Thicknefs. 3 


rupted that Succeſſion, and, by the Help of the Pope, cut 
.of the lawful Heirs from it. An {taken Hiſtorian of the 
-beft Auchority, I mean Guirciardini, ipeaking of the fourth 
—— „of the Beginmng of it, (which was near a 
bury be re Dower allows the Emperors to have any Ju- 
| Abd over the Pope) ſays; e manif2fifimo, . the 4 bora, 
© # rnolto- remyio dojo, fu ammimftrata Rom, e tatta 1 Italia, 
. come Vhddita' all Togerio, e da i Magiſtrati depitati da gl Im- 
Feta See alſo Farber Paul's Treati/e on Benefices, H. Ful- 
᷑entiu und the French Hiſtorian, for 1 could pamt out above 
twemy Places in his firſt Volume, in Contradiction o Mr. 
e no leſo pecubar Wan ll founded Aﬀeriion. | 
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* 


© 'Bowgr: has, in this:firſt Life, omitted the Ac: 
euſation ſaid to be brought againſt the Pope for 
Adultery : It muſt, indeed, be owned, that there 
was no ſuch Thing done, but the Reaſon of the 
Report challenges an Hiſtorian's Attention, for 
* the Writings. concerning it were contrived and 
publiſhed by a Set of Knaves, with a View to make 
Men believe, that the Pope, at all Times, aſſerted 
bis Superiority over "the Councils, and that it never 
was conteſted with bim. 
Bower in Leo's Life, enters into ſeveral unnes 
ceſſary, long-winded Details, Which I have be- 
fore obſerved he does, not where he wants Mat- 
ter, but where he wiſhes to ſtifle it; he brings 
Things in here, which, if he ever intended ta 
finiſh his Hiſtory, ſhould have appeared at a 
later Point of Time; and ſome which ſhould 
have been mentioned much earlier; as the He- 
reſy of Manes*. 5 n Ph 
1 muſt extract from the French Hiſtorian two 
ſtrong Proofs. of his impartial Manner of ſpeak- 
ing his Sentiments; one for, the other againſt; 
the Proteſtants, After mentioning the Ceremo- 
French Hiſt. p. 210. „ Bower, Vol. II. p. 21, 
The Reaſon-why Mr. Bower gives us bis Account 
this Hereſy, ſo long after the Time when it firſt appeared, 
and when it eught to have been mentioned, may be eafily 
gueſſed, when we obſerve from the Pamphlet called Boguer 
and Tillemont compared, that the Hiſtory of the Manichees as 
given us by Bower, is ſervilcly copied from 7illemont's legen- 
dary Account of that Sect ; an Account which, it ſeems, our 
accurate and well-informed Hiſtorian of the Popes, anfor- 
tunately was ignorant had been exploded, as a wild Fiction. 
It was enough for him to find it in Tillemont, without giving 
himſelf the Trouble of conſulting Beau/obre; and the only 
Inſtance of his Abiliges'as an Hiſtorian being a ſcrupulous 
Diſregard to Method ad Chronology,, in order to conceal 


his Plagiariſm, no Wonder his Manichees are brought on 
the Stage ſo late. 


C 2 nies 
| 


3 
nies of Baptiſm, he adds ?; Tbe Sincerity, which 
1 profeſs, obliges me to own, tbat tbis Practice fur- 
niſbes, in my Opinion, a triumphant Praof in Fa- 
wour ef the Proteſtants.” After diſcourſing of 
private Confeſſions having been made into a Law, 
and giving the Reaſons, he ſays , Theſe Reaſons 


© e@ppear very ſirong ta me in Favour of auricular 


E 
Confeſſion, and I think, the Proteſtants have hi- 
therto rather. eluded, than refuted ibn. 


* . 


Bower, in Hilarius's Life, ſays , Biſhops had 
be epidemical Diſtemper, the Luſt of Power. The 

French Author ſays ',' Hilarius was troubled with 
the Diſtempers of the Popes, Pride and Ambition. 
Il make no Reflection on this 
Hexe comes in Bower's favourite Point, which 

cenſured. in my Obſervations at the End of his 
firſt Volume:; He makes the Pope's laſt Will 
deſire the Prefect of Rome to be preſent at the 
Election, and adds ?; This afforded Princes a 
plauſible Pretence to inter poſe in the Elections, which 
they improved, as we ſhall ſee in the Sequel. 1 
muſt break out again, notwithſtanding my De- 
fire of Neutrality.—— Was it not their Right? 
This ſecret Manner of inſtilling jeſuitical Poiſon 
migln, perhaps, if not — before it got to 
too great a Head, deny even any King's being 
fupreme in all Matters, as well eccleſſaſtical as 
civil. O degno & altra correzion, che di parole ! 
Here again Beer introduces the tireſome and 
uſeleſs Detail of the eccleſiaſtical Diſpenſation 
being founded on the Dignity of the Cities in 
the civil Polity. He inſiſis on this grand Diſ- 


* "220 French Hiſt. p. 233. 4 Ib. p. 234. © Bower, 
Vol. II. p. 149. French Hiſt. p. 240. 1 Bower, 
Vol.- I. p. 1660. - Þ Ib, p. 163. F 
. N F y - | : covery, 


* 4 ” , * 3 


( i 0 

covery, as T: every Thing depended: upon it; 
It can be of no Importance, unleſs i it may ſerve 
to contradict his preceding Aſſertion of the 
Church being independent on the Emperors : It 
may do that, for we muſt not look. for Unifor- 
mity in his Sentiments. 

The French Hiſtorian aſſerts the WMitrials of 
Pope Felix: Bower * makes it doubrful. _ .c 
- Bower takes no Notice of Pape Gela/ins, for 
1acuiling his own Power to that of Kings; a8 
the French Hiſtorian ſnews, he does in his Let- 
ter to the Emperor, and cenfures him for it. 1 

Bower ſuppoſes that to be a ® true Pectec 
which ſettles the canonical Books of Scripture; 
though the French Hiſtorian * confeſſes, that ths 
Proteſtants had proved it otherwiſe. .,. . 

Bower omits” a Forgery of an "Excommuni: 
cation of the Emperor, which the French Au: 
thor cenſures, and ſays o, Theſe Principles ars 
extremely dangerous, and perhaps founded on N 
Forgeries only. 
In the Life of Anaſtaft ug, Bower? doubts the Fact 
of that Pope's receiving a Partiſan of Acacius to 
his Communion, and ſome of the Romans ſeparat- 
ing from his, on that Account: In this he ſides 
with the Papiſts, who rather chooſe to give up 
the Pope's private, than publick Character: 8 
The French Hiſtorian proves * this Fact by ſe- 
veral Authorities, and in Juſtice to the pacitic 
Spirit of this Pope, ſays , He was buried in St. 


Peter's Church, and Di ſeord ſucceeded him in the 
Church of Rome. 


i French Hiſt. P 3 * Bower, Vol. II. p. 194: 
French Hiſt. p. 2 * Bower, Vol. II. p. 232. 
” French Hiſt, p. 250. Ib. p. 259. Þ Bower, Vol. 
II. P- 243. 2 French Hiſt, p. 250. Ib. p. 261. 


2 Bower, 


( 38 ) 
Bower, in the Life of Symmachus, ſays,*, that 
when the Orientals complained to the Pope, he 
did not condeſcend to anſwer their Letter : The 
French Author ſhews he did, but ſays*, he gave 
them only empty Conſolation. AW IT 
Having got to the End of the fifth Century, 


J can't help obſerving, what will be obvious to 


whoever reads Bower, that though he calls it an 
Hiſtory of the Popes, perhaps half, if not more, 
is filled up with the Intrigues of the Court of 
, 6. 4s 
The next Century in the French Hiſtorian be- 
gins with“; If is proper to give our Readers a 
View of the deplorable State of the Church in the 
Beginning of the ſixth Century. This he does, 
and ſhews the Advantages the Popes reaped from 
all theſe Diviſions. This has eſcaped Bowers 
Notice too. orgs I 
Bower omits Agapetus's burning Boniface's 


| Libels of Anathema againſt his Competitor Di- 


dſcorus, which the Frenchman commends him 
r: The Advocates for the Pope's Infallibility 
want to ſtifle this Point; for one Pope acting 


directly in Oppoſition to the Decrees of another, 


knocks that boaſted Prerogative of theirs entirely 
in the Head. od pt e 

The French Hiſtorian * condemns the Pope 
for taking no Step for Theodatus's Intereſt, tho 
he went as his Ambaſſador : Bower“ excuſes 
him, and 'ays it was not his Fault; but that Thee 
datus changed his Mind as to defire of Peace, 
and choſe to continue the War. Could that pol- 


* Bower, Vol. II. p. 256. t French Hiſt. p. 268. 
* French Hiſt. p. 274, Ib. p. 298. x Ib. p. 304 
y Bower, Vol. II. p. 347. 
„ ſibly 


— 
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fibly be, when he was on the Eve of being dri- 
ven. out of ltaly, by the victorious Arms of Be- 


 biſarius ?-—— The very Contempt, ſhewn to the 


Pope, who was his Creature, and whom he eſtas 
bliſhed in that See © ro ſecure its good Graces, 


|  elearly evince it, notwithſtanding Bower's Aſ- 


ſertion, that * his Election was neither owing to bis 
own Simony, or Theodatus's Violence, It was. 
plainly owing to both, as may be ſeen in the leſs 
prejudiced Author. 2 

In Felagins I. Bower omits Theodoros rang, 
that * Pelagius and he deſerved to have been burnt” 
alive for the Diſorders, their private Malice bad 
cauſed i in the Church. 

The French Hiſtorian © confeſſes, the Hiſtory 
of the Church is very barren towards ube End of 
the ſixth Century: For which Reaſon wwe ſhall have 
but little to ſay of a Papacy of conſiderable Length. 
Should we be well founded in taxing the Hiſtorians 
of thoſe Times with Negligence ? Or ſhould we be 


further from the Truth in ſuppoſing, that the Pope, 


(John III.) now ander Conſideration, waſted his 
Reign in Idleneſs and Inactivity? All that Bower 
ſays, is, I nd Nothing recorded of bim toort by 
of Notice: He : then. ſubſtitutes à “ ordinaire, a 
long Detail of the Affairs of Conſtantinople, and 
another in Benedict on? the Lombardi: The French. 
man, mote intent on his real Buſineſs, diminiſhes 
the Subject with this honeſt Confeſſion ; We 
know — or nothing of John III. and are equally 

in tbe Dore with Regard to bis Succeſſor. : | 


2 Freach Hiſt. in Pope r Bower, Vol. II. 
p- 357. French Hiſt. p. 322. © Ib. p. 330. 4 Bower, 
Vol. II. p. 429. © Ib. p. 441, _ Fien u Hut. 
3 | 
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The Impartiality of the French Author ſhines 
every where throughout his Work: I catch ſome 
of the moſt ſtriking Inſtances : After relating 
the Diſpute about the Title of Univerſal Biſhop, 
and giving F. St. Martha's and M. Maimbourg's 
Opinions of it, he ſays *; Theſe two Authors 
then, put together, make a well- connected Syſtem of 
Proteſtantiſm. againſt the Proud Pretenſions of the 
Popes, who would reduce the whole Church under 
Subjetion to themſelves. 

Bower "omits Ezhelbert, the Engliſh King 8 
moſt glorious Behaviour, and as glorious Speech, 
which the French Hiſtorian * fo highly com- 


mends. 


Bower omits Dinoth, Abbot of Bangor's, no 
leſs laudable Speech to St. Auguſtin, in the Aſ- 
ſembly of the Britiſb Clergy *, where he rejects 
the Pope's Supremacy, and brings to nothing 
St. Auguſtin's. Attempt to introduce it in Eng- 
land. Theſe are two Things, which, as an 
Engliſtman, I cannot forgive him. Were Ito 
give a Looſe to the Severity of my Sentiments 
on this Occaſion 
Nu dirai, che rubato, e del Piſtoia, 8 
E di Pietro Aretino, abbia gli armari. 
Bower omits the Sect of the Agnoites, whoſe 
impious Doctrine was condemned & by Gregory. 
Bower omits a pretended miraculous Proof of 
Tranſubſtantiation, which the French ch 
ridicules and explodes : *Tis not, ſays he, 
ſuch Stories that the Romaniſts ſhould found their 
Tenets, if they would ſhield them from the Haſtili- 
ties of the Protefants. Surely Bower ſhould have 


* French Hiſt, p. 304. b Th, 8, IIb. p. 360. 
* Ib, p. 369. It. p. 382. 0 121 
re- 


(/ 48 
remarked, what made againſt their principal 
Tenet, if he had a real Defign of  oppoling, the 
Errors of the Papiſts. 

Bower omits Gregory's n to the Writ⸗ 
ings of the Pagans, on which the French Author 
makes this Remark ®; Hence wwe may judge of the 
Falfity of the Opinion generally received, . that the. 
Wars and Deſolations, occaſioned by the Incurfions. 
of the Goths and Vandals into Italy, were tbe 
Cauſe of that profound Ignorance, which overſpread 
the whole Empire for many Ages. By aſcribing it 
to that Cauſe only, Fuſtice is not done to the Abi- 
lities of the Clergy, (he means, the Romiſb, whoſe 
Maxim was to keep the People in Ignorance) 
who, thoroughly acquainted with- their own Inter- 
ets, have ſo feAvely ſecopded the Efforts of the 
Barbarians. _ 

They both. relate Biniface 8 taking the Title of 
Univerſal Biſhop p, and from, that Time, ſays the 
French Hiſtorian", the Ambition of the pretended 
Succeſſors of St. Peter knew no Bounds : But Bower 
omits the Council of the Pope's Creatures, who 
enacted - his confirming Biſhops ele&t, with the 
imperious Phraſe of * Volumus & jubemus, We 
Will and Command. 

So much for Bower's aka Volume; of | 
which I muſt: fay, that nothing, but his firſt, 
can poſſibly rival it in Abſurdity, Negligence in 
important, and Prolixity in unneceſſary Points | 
of Hiſtory. | 

I rejoice at the Thinneſs of this third Volume 
of Bower :. I ſhall in all Nun have N 
with him preſently. | 


French Hiſt. p. 384, Ib. p. 395. Ib. p. 395. 


ö 
As a Lover of Truth and ſevere Cenfurer of 
whatever I think deſerves it, I muſt here obſerve 
that the French Hiſtorian, in Mabomet's Life and 
Doctrine, contradicts bim ſelf. He ſays *; 1 does 
nat appear to me, that this falſe Prophet had deviated 
from the Goſpel Morality : And a little further on; 
Mahomet taught ſome Things, that are quite con- 
frary to the Dobrine of the Goſpel. © 
F be French. Hiſtorian alſo comes under my 
Laſh in his Paragraph of the Paradiſe of the 
Karan*. After mentioning the ſenſual Enjoy- 
ment it promiſes, he ſays, Even if this were to 
be underſtood literally, the Mahometans ſhould ſem 
wot i want for ſpecious Arguments to anſwer the 
-Objettions of the Chriſtians. For a Confutation 
of which Aſſertion, I muſt do the Tranſlator the 
Juſtice, to refer the Reader to his own firſt Note 
on this Paragraph; but muſt obſerve by the Bye, 
that it is lucky for the French Author, that, in 
His Preface to his third Volume, where he com- 
Plains of being cenſured for being fo impartial, 
| as to leave a Doubt of his belonging to any par- 
_ ticular Religion, he has aſſured us, that he is not 
a Mahometan ;” otherwiſe I ſhould have been apt 
to have ſuſpected him; but now can only rank 
bim among thoſe Authore, who, for fear of in- 
curring the Cenſure of being diſingenuous, ſet 
their Adverfaries Arguments in fo fair a Light, 
that they ſometimes raiſe a Devil, which they 
cannot lay. S 3 
This Part about Mahometaniſm is the only Place 
where T have found my Frenchman tripping, I 
muſt now enquire about my Tnqui/itor. 


a « French Hiſt. p. 402. Ib. p. 403. 
2 Bower 


( 43 ) 
Bower puts off Honorius's Fall to the fixth 
Council. Is it not more properly diſcuſſed in 
his: Life* ? But when he is condemned after 
Death, he. certainly is not a condemned Pope: 
As mean as this Evaſion may ſeem, 1 have mann 


Jeſuits guilty of as bad. 

Boer acquits Pope Martin of Traden, the 
French Hiſtorian * condemns him. TY 
Borer forgets that Vitalian introduced” Organs 
ooo the:Churghs\ tn nt non oventols ele cor 


As the French Author frequently inveighs &- 


gainſt Zeal, it may be proper to publiſh his 
Declaration; Whenever I ſpeak unfavourably of 
-Zeal, I am far from meaning that Zeal\which is 
enlightened, and which the Scripture ' approves of 
but only that Kind of Fanaticiſm, wohith is too apt 
to make the. Clergy (of the Romifp Church, he 
means) perſecute honeſt well-meaning Men. 

Ihe French Hiſtorian owns ? Hiſtory dnn 


in Regard to Pope Sergius. Bower is, in his 


- 1 1 ” 


own Opinion, every where equally clear. 
Bower omits the Origin of Biſhops *'in parti- 
bus Infidelium : Was it for fear we ſhould think 
of thoſe in partibus Hereticorum? © 

There is a whole Paragraph in the French Hiſ- 
'torian , which I muſt inſert, though Bower 


thinks the Facts contained in it unworthy 5h14 


Notice: Cardinal Baronius ſays that Vitiza e. 


Fuſed to pay the Pate the Tribute, which the Kings 
.of Spain had uſed to fay him, as an Acknowledg- 

ment that they held their Kingdom of the Holy Ses; 
and that he forbad his Subjects, on Pain of Death, 


French Hiſt, P- 409, Bower. Vol. III. p- 66. 
French Hiſt. p. 440. V Ib. p. 449. Ib. p. 460. 


7 Ib. p. 474. d. Þ.479- * Ib.p. 483. 


— — 


( 44 ) 
- either to ſend Money to Rome, or to obey the ſove- 
avignu Pontiff. The ſame Cardinal adds, that Spain 
-was a Fief of the Holy See: But the Kings of that 
Country think otherwiſe, and they are in the right. 
Lis even ſaid, that they have been ſo much offend- 
ed at the Liberty taken by this Cardinal, that they 
Have looked upon the Eccleſiaſtical Annals of this 
celebrated Writer in a very unfavourable Light. 
The French Hiſtorian begins bis eighth Century 
with this Obſervation *: The farther we advance 
in the Hiſtory of the Popes, the leſs one is edified 
by its be farther we go from the Times of the 
"Apoſples, the-more-we find the Church deviate from 
4heir Maxim, &c. Let the curious Reader con- 
ſult the Page of the Tranſlation, he will find it 
well worth his while. 
The Frentbman fixes the firſt Time of kiſſing 
the © Pope's Feet, and Bower ſlurs it over *, as 
if uſgal before. © Quelle enorme attentat ! 
- 4 Rewer ſays Pope Conſtantine did not excom- 
municate the Emperor: The Frenchman ſhows 
£ that he did, that he boldly threw off the Maſt 
and took: the Prince upon bim. A DE 
Bower forgets the curious Story of Pope Gre- 
gory Is. miraculous Spunges * : bur in it's'Stead 
introduces a long Detail, which has no Buſineſs 
here, but to keep out ſeverer Matter, concern- 
ing Images. He aſſerts, that Gregory II. did 
not excommunicate the Emperor. Here then 
is another Pope excuſed, and Bower again on 
the Papiſt · ſide of the Queſtion : The Frenchman, 
on the contrary, ſides with Truth and Prote- 
ſtants. | 
d French Hiſt. p. 400. © Ibid. p. 496. 4 Bower, 
2 eh. wy Lok 2 p. 181. ne Hiſt, 497- 
 Ib.p. 59g . Bower, Vol. III. p. 289. a 


Bower, 


| * 4s J 
Bower, in his three Volumes, has got down. ch 
the Year 757. The Frenchman's firſt is not out 
yet, that comes to 816. So that here are_ 59 
Years more included 2 = — aa ge 
brought into three: Thoſe 39 Years, with 
— might make near a Volume? At 
leaſt, were 1 allowed to enter into as uſeleſs De 
tails as Bower has in his Work, I think I could 
make them hold out to that Length. 1 ſhould 
deſire no better Sport, than the having a Book 
ſeller, who would allow-me that Privilege, 'and 
y me by the Volume: I would engage that 
fas Preſs ſhould never ſtand ſtill, (L mean till '1 
had ringed him) and yeh my Ter? never be 
finiſhed, © 
And now, Mr. Bommer Alien in aa Ns 
more will I open your tremendous Volumes: No 
more attempt to ſearch for, what I ſhould be 
ſure not to meet with, Senſe and Perſpicuity in 
them. The very Attempt of To uſefub a Work, 
had it been conducted with any the leaſt Pro- 
priety, would have merited my Praiſe, not in- 
curred my Cenſure; but it is as impoſſibſe to 
commend Bower's Hiſtory, as 0 inen of 
Church Hiſtory.” 
Io deſcant on the Uſcfolneſs-of Eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtory to the World in general, and the Clergy 
in particular, were as needleſs as moſt of Bowers 
Digreſſions; but there are ſome Requiſites, ſome 
eſſential and indiſpenſable Characteriſticks, with 
out which, all ſuch Hiſtories muſt be lame and 
defective. I muſt beg Leave to point out ſuch 
as occur to me, and ] leave the Reader to ext 
mine Bower and the French Hiſtorian, and ſee, 
which of thoſe two Authors will ſtand the Teſt : 
1 am fully ſatisfied, in my own'Breaſt; that. Bower 


has 


{ 46 ) 


das none of thoſe Qualifications, and the Frenc 
| pony moſt, af not all. | 


21. The rk. is 8 Without his, 
cannot anſwer the End it aims at; and 
Church Hiſtory in particular will be full of So- 
phil. inſtead of Truth. * 


II. The next is 3 This is re- 
. iber beck in the Matter and Manner. Au- 
thorities are rather to be referred to, than Diſ- 
quiſitions entered into upon the Baſis of * Au- 
thor's own Underſtanding, 


III. No Sxors, No Councits are to be omit- 
ted. An Error in either of theſe Points muſe 
leave Room for many more, and like two Lines 
from a Centre, though the Difference is .incon- 
ſiderable at firſt ſetting out, muſt ſpread. in in- 
nitum. All Points of real rare are to 5 
e in the ſame Lan. 


FA IV. An FonekRIEs of former Times, ſuch 
as thoſe of As, Decretals, Letters, muſt be de- 
tected. If thoſe, which are falſe, were to paſs 
for genuine, everlaſting Confuſion muſt enſue, 
and the Ground-work being uncertain, the whole 
Fabrick be liable to fail to ruin. Popery, per- 
— e dend: but Proteſtantiſem muſt tot- 


Whatever Chorch-Hidory "rk rity to 
thoſe Points, cannot fail of being an Antidote 
to Popery; and in this Light I look upon the 
French Hiſtorian, whom I have been comparing 
with Bower. The Frenchman, though a Papilt, 

is 


(47 3» 
is ſo zealous an Aſſerter of Truth, ſo ſevere a 
Cenſurer of Fraud and Impoſture, that he -nei- 
ther inveighs againſt the Proteſtants, nor ſpares 
thoſe of his own Communion ; not even in thoſe 
Points, where Bower has deen ſomewhat tender 
of their Characters. 

In ſhort, I ſhall not ſcruple to affirm, that 
this French Hiſtorian is the beſt Antidote againſt 
Popery I ever yet met with: That—he is the 
fitteſt Author to lead young Students into the 
my of that neceſſary Branch of Learn- 

: That—his comprehenſive Vicus of the po- 


Jitical State of the World, are the beſt Introduce. - 


tion to General Hiſtory, that eyer was contained 
in ſo ſmall Space of Paper: That—he is no leſs 
entertaining, than inſtructive ; and I muſt add, 
in Juſtice ro the TRANSLATOR, that—he does 
not fall ſhort of the Original in any one Point 
of Stile and Perſpicuity : And that—hisjudici- 
ous Notes add a Dignity to the Work, which 
makes it much more deſirable, even to a "Frenchs 
man, than the Original 149 . 
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